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Overview  

The African American Studies & Research Center (AARC) at Purdue University was  a 
two-year long institute beginning the summer of 2016 was designed to advance 
knowledge in Africana/Black Studies by affording 20 early and mid-career 
Africana/Black Studies scholars, graduate students and librarians an opportunity to think 
critically about the relationship and intersections between Africana Studies and the 
spatial humanities. To that end, the Institute was concerned with helping participants to 
think spatially, to internalize the concept of space, and to develop spatial literacies. The 
Institute also advanced digital and spatial humanities methods among Africana/Black 
Studies scholars.  Participants explored key topics in spatial humanities and will be 
introduced to a breadth of geospatial technologies. The web-based platform, 
BlackDH.org (www.blackdh.org) will serve as a clearinghouse and portal for scholarly 
discussions that will grow out of the Institute.  
During the Institute the participants will examine and consider spatial theory, methods 
and technologies, which will answer two central research questions:   

• What interstices do spatial humanities fill in Africana/Black Studies?   
• What spatial theories best capture the relationship between race and space in 

Africana Studies and how might they be visualized through geospatial 
technologies?  

Unlike the traditional conference model, which allows for brief and often disparate 
engagement with issues around race in the digital humanities, the Institute provided for 
hands-on activities and sustained discussions over an intensive three-week period. The 
Institute, then, was a necessary and critical intervention in bringing Africana/Black 
Studies into the fold of spatial humanities through the critical nexus of race and space. 
Nonetheless, the Institute also prepared participants to view spatial humanities as a way 
to challenge and transform discourse and activities in the humanities, which may 
unwittingly obscure or remand Africana/Black studies to the margins. With this in mind, 
the Institute’s goals were: 

 
• To introduce participants to spatial humanities and help them think spatially 
• To increase the number of Africana/Black Studies scholars who are conversant in 

geospatial tools and technologies  
• To make available to participants a larger network of scholars working in spatial 

humanities through BlackDH.org 
• To develop analyses at the intersections between Africana Studies and spatial 
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humanities for a peer-reviewed edited monograph or special issue of a journal in 
Africana Studies  

 
At the end of the Institute, participants had the means to develop a spatial thinking “habit 
of mind.” The Institute was directed by Drs. Kim Gallon and Angel David Nieves and 
supported by the staff of the African American Studies & Research Center at Purdue 
University and the staff and laboratory spaces of GIS Services at Purdue Libraries. A 
follow-up workshop took place in April 2017 at Hamilton College. 

Rationale  

Katherine McKittrick, a Black Studies scholar and Professor in Gender Studies, Queen’s 
University, Kingston, Ontario writes, “Black matters are spatial matters.”i McKittrick 
argues that space and place are integral to providing black lives with meaning even as 
African people have been displaced and uprooted through oppressive global and national 
processes across the diaspora. Space, then, is both mechanism for resistance and 
oppression in this formulation. In this simple statement, McKittrick not only makes a 
case why space is integral to the field of Africana Studies, but why a National 
Endowment for Humanities (NEH) funded institute on spatial humanities and 
Africana/Black studies was necessary. The African American Studies and Research 
Center (AASRC) at Purdue University and Hamilton College requested support from the 
NEH to hold a three-week institute in the summer of 2016 and a two-day workshop in the 
spring of 2017 to engage twenty Africana/Black Studies scholars, graduate students and 
librarians in spatial humanities’ education and training around five broad themes in 
Africana/Black Studies: 1.  the Middle Passage & slavery; 2. segregation & apartheid; 
3.urbanization/migration & mobility; 4. agrarian labor & rural life; 5. transnational 
networks. 
 
Spatial humanities have transformed the work of humanities’ scholars, allowing them to 
consider at length the implications of space in their work. Drawing on the work of the 
Virtual Center for Spatial Humanities at Indiana University-Purdue University 
Indianapolis (IUPUI), we define spatial humanities as a field that “relies upon powerful 
geospatial technologies and methods to explore new questions about the relationship of 
space to human behavior and social, economic, political and cultural development.” Art 
history, literature, history, philosophy and religion, among other humanistic fields, have 
benefited greatly from scientific and quantitatively-oriented technologies and tools to 
establish new and innovative ways of understanding the intersections between space and 
the human condition. Now is the time to prepare Africana studies scholars to take 
advantage of the Spatial Turn.   
 
Although avowedly interdisciplinary, the field of Africana/Black Studies has always 
revolved around the analysis and study of the African diaspora through the humanities. 
From its inception Africana/Black Studies programs have undertaken the question of 
space and African people’s ability to traverse and negotiate their right to occupy spaces in 
western societies. Historically, black bodies have been viewed as polluting public space. 
Indeed, both geographic and social spatial differentiation in the United States has been 
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predicated on racial difference. In this sense, we might see racial segregation as an 
epistemological and ontological system that thrives on “the markings of spaces and the 
mapping of races.”  
 
In geopolitical terms, Africana/Black Studies scholars have studied everyday mobilities, 
which include the flow of people, networks, objects and ideas backward and forward 
across the Atlantic Ocean. Thus, space in Africana/Black Studies is less static; mobility 
must be considered as central to inquiries into the relationship between African 
descended communities in the Diaspora and on the African continent. Black peoples’ 
ability to move across space is a cornerstone for understanding their complex social 
locations and conditions. Numerous scholars have documented and theorized the integral 
connections between African American mobility and citizenship, freedom, and resistance. 
 
Utilizing the work of McKittrick, we suggest that Africana/Black Studies consider 
“geography as space, place and location in their physical materiality and imaginative 
configurations.”ii  These formulations of space in Africana Studies, then, suggests that 
questions that drive and are driven by spatial humanities must consider the fluidity of 
space and black bodies’ intersection and movement within specific geographical places. 
Thus, how do geography and Africana Studies work together to posit and practice a 
different way of knowing and imagining the world?  In the context of the Institute, we 
will explore with participants ways to develop spatial thinking and utilize spatial 
technologies to grapple with multiple meanings of space and place brought about by the 
diasporic nature of the black experience, which challenges traditional, western (and even 
global) conceptions. 
 
In brief the five themes: 1. the Middle Passage & slavery; 2. segregation & apartheid;  
3. urbanization/migration & mobility; 4. agrarian labor & rural life; 5. transnational 
networks, serves as the Institute’s mainstay and emphasizes the interdisciplinary focus of 
the instruction and discussions.  Added to this, these themes open avenues for 
participants to engage in theoretical concepts of space and place as scholars as well as 
critical interpreters within the context of their own work in Africana/Black Studies.   
Discussions of space and place in the context of technology are essential for scholars of 
Africana/Black Studies as they have not had the benefit of sustained discussions and 
training in spatial humanities for a variety of reasons. Indeed, what we have seen are 
concerted efforts to build conversations about the broad application of digital humanities 
in Africana/Black Studies over the past few years. The Harriet Tubman Institute for 
Research on Africa and its Diasporas at York University held a two-day workshop in 
September 2014 titled, “African Diaspora 2.0.” The workshop featured discussions 
between scholars and community historians of Africana Studies and digital specialists on 
the necessary relationship between oral history and technology in order to make oral 
narratives of African-descended people more readily accessible on the Internet. The 
Black Press Research Collective held an NEH funded workshop in October 2014 that 
brought together key Black Press scholars, digital humanities librarians and scholars, 
archivists and data visualization experts to develop plans to create data visualizations 
from select data on the Black Press. The Emory Center for Digital Scholarship in 
partnership with the HBCU Library Alliance hosted a week-long summer institute on 
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Omeka, WordPress and Emory’s mobile tour application for twenty participants from 
historically black colleges and universities.  
 
While endeavors to broaden conversations about digital humanities are important and 
necessary, an institute on spatial humanities is particularly critical as many Africana 
Studies scholars work closely with the concept of space in their work, yet often without a 
critical understanding of how it intersects with advances in such fields as GIScience, 
Geo-humanities and spatial humanities. It is a fact that there remains a relative dearth of 
African/Black Studies faculty and teachers with expertise in spatial humanities.  This is 
most evidenced in the small numbers of Africana/Black Studies scholars involved in 
centers such as the Virtual Center for Spatial Humanities at Indiana University-Purdue 
University Indianapolis and academic units such as the Spatial History project at Stanford 
University. Just as importantly, very little of the burgeoning scholarship in spatial 
humanities currently intersects with Africana Studies. 
 
The reasons for the relative absence of Africana/Black Studies in spatial humanities are 
multifaceted. First, technologies such as geographical information systems (GIS) can 
seem inaccessible to scholars with limited resources and time to develop sufficient skills 
to analyze and produce maps. Second, many scholars in Africana/Black Studies are 
simply unfamiliar with the field of spatial humanities, although they may be working and 
thinking in ways that are specific to the field. In this sense, these scholars and their work 
could benefit from their inclusion in a larger community of spatial humanities 
scholarship.   
 
A number of mapping projects on topics in Africana/Black Studies demonstrates this point and 
has transformed what we know about black mobility and occupancy of space in the nineteenth 
and twentieth centuries. Recent projects such as Mapping Du Bois, Black Gotham, Digital 
Harlem, and the Slave Revolt in Jamaica reflect an emerging body of scholarship on space and 
place in Africana/Black Studies. Stephanie Y. Evans’ project, Swag Diplomacy: Black Travel 
Memoirs draws on data from African American memoirs, diaries and autobiographies. The data 
was made machine readable and formatted in an Excel file for View Share mapping technology. 
The project shows the global connections, which African Americans had made through travel. 
The map creates a different way of knowing that autobiographies and memoirs cannot capture.  
The University of South Carolina Libraries Negro Traveler’s Green Book project also provides 
another point of entry into thinking critically about the ways that black people used and 
negotiated space in the twentieth century. The Negro Traveler’s Green Book was a traveler’s 
guide published between 1936 and 1964 for African American motorists traveling across the 
country during the era of segregation. It provided them with information which allowed Blacks to 
travel and stay in safe and comfortable lodgings.  The University of South Carolina libraries have 
used Google Map technology to create a map of over 1,500 locations from the spring, 1956 
edition of the book. Directed by African American historian, Conner Geer, this project enriches 
an understanding of African American history by showing matrices of black networks that 
produced and maintained black tourism throughout the United States. 
  
Together, these projects demonstrate the capacity that geospatial technologies have to 
produce new questions and knowledge about black life, both nationally and globally.  
These projects, however, suffer from not being part of a larger conversation about spatial 
humanities in which geospatial technologies best capture matters such as historical depth 
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and temporal representation. In this regard, both maps might be improved by 
incorporating spatial theories as well as the use of advanced geospatial technology. For 
instance, network-based spatial analysis technology that shows the relationships between 
African American travelers could improve the Swag Diplomacy map. The Institute will 
show participants how three-dimensional mapping and graphical rendering of statistical and 
demographic data can produce innovative, analytical means for examining both Black history and 
culture as well as providing depth and perspective to scholars’ teaching.   
There are a wide variety of geographical-based technologies, which transform and can be 
transformed by Africana/Black Studies. Viewshare, Gephi, Map Box, Google Maps and 
Cytoscape all offer new and incredibly vibrant ways of examining and understanding the spatial, 
historical, and cultural experiences of African people in the United States, Africa and the larger 
African Diaspora.  Scholars should strive not to use these tools naively or without an 
understanding of spatial concepts. Understanding concepts such as scale, ecological fallacy and 
spatial correlation is vitally important. Thus, it is not simply a lack of training and familiarity with 
technologies that is at stake if Africana Studies scholars fail to be provided with opportunities to 
integrate spatial humanities into their scholarly work.  
 
The Institute introduced participants to the concept of spatial thinking as a lens for 
considering these geospatial technologies. The NEH has funded a series of geospatial 
institutes over the past three years at UVA, UCLA, and Indiana. Our institute draws on 
these institutes as models but also provides a different outlook. Like previously funded 
institutes, it is dedicated to making the participants conversant in spatial humanities and a variety 
of geospatial technologies, which are suited to humanistic scholarship. We want to provide 
participants with the capacity to work with technical and domain experts on mapping projects. 
However, the Institute will focus on what spatial humanities can specifically tell us about race 
and space in the United States. In this regard, we are just as committed to helping Africana/Black 
Studies scholars inform technical experts of the ways that race underlies geospatial technologies. 
The institute will allow participants to engage in what Miriam Posner at the University of 
California, Los Angeles describes as “reverse engineering.” Reverse engineering is taking 
a project and breaking it into its component parts to understand how it is built.iii For 
scholars who lack an understanding of spatial humanities, mapping projects may appear 
to be inscrutable black boxes. While they have a sense of the data that is used for the 
digital map as well as the graphical outputs, which comprise the map, many scholars 
apprehend the internal workings of the technology, which produce the map as opaque. 
Africana/Black Studies scholars, who hope to be a part of the evolution of the field, 
situating themselves amidst the evolving definitions of scholarly work, should plan for a 
future where digital and spatial humanities are commonplace. Space in Africana/Black 
Studies was an effort to prepare the academics working in Africana/Black Studies to 
develop spatial narratives and maps, which considers the intersections between race, 
space and representation. 

Application Process and Participation Selection 

Angel Nieves and Gregory Lord Lead Designer & Software Engineer, Digital Humanities 
Initiative (DHi), Hamilton College developed the web site for the Institute in early 
November 2015.  It can be found at:  http://nehspaceandplaceblstinstitute.org.   
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Since the Institute was specifically aimed at early and mid-career faculty working in the 
fields of Africana and Black Studies and with a special interest in those working at 
historically black colleges and universities, which face particular challenges in providing 
professional development in digital humanities. We anticipated scholars with interest in 
digital humanities and particular interests in visualizing data 

The institute was open to 20 participants.  This number helped to ensure that participants 
would receive adequate attention from instructors to develop spatial literacy.  We also 
believed that this number will foster a tight-knit scholarly community. We were 
interested in participants who could articulate clear interests in the relationship between 
space and Africana studies.  In this sense, we were also looking for applicants who can 
articulate a project with sufficient spatially-enabled data or data with spatial attributes.  
Applications will be submitted on-line through a Purdue University enabled portal 
Thus, we requested that applicants submit the following material: 

1. CV  
2. A brief essay that will describe how: (1) participation in the Institute will further 

the applicant’s scholarship; (2) a project in Africana studies that contains 
spatially-enabled data or data with spatial attributes.  (3) how their project can 
contribute to a greater understanding of the relationship between Africana studies 
and spatial humanities. 

3. A letter of support from the applicant’s chair or center director 
 
A nation-wide call for applications was be posted to major listservs such as AFRO-H-
Net, HASTAC, HUMANIST, EDUCAUSE, Bamboo, DH Now and social media sites 
such as Twitter, Facebook, and Tumbler.  Special efforts were made to advertise the 
institute to historically black colleges and universities by directly contacting centers and 
departments on these campuses.   

The application deadline was February 1st 2016 (estimated date).   

We received 52 Applications.  The applications were initially reviewed by Kim Gallon 
and Angel Nieves and reduced to 30 based how well the applicants articulated their 
project and the projects' compatibility with the themes the Institute is structured around. 
The themes are as follows: 
 
Transnational networks 
Segregation and Apartheid 
Urbanization/migration and mobility 
Agrarian Labor and rural Life 
Transnational networks 
 
 
Applicants’ experience with spatial technologies and how much they could benefit from 
the Institute was also considered since the Institute’s objective was to provide some 
training to scholars and professionals who have little to no experience with this 
technology. However, a fair amount of the applicants were well versed in programs like 
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GIS and/or Google Earth.  While we are certainly interested in the best candidates and 
projects, we would like to stay within the objectives of the NEH grant.  Ultimately, we 
chose a balance of applicants who were novice to spatial humanities and others who 
possessed more experience.  

Participants were awarded $3000 fellowships for each session of the Institute.  The 
participants stayed at University lodging at Purdue.  Participants were responsible for 
their own transportation and meals taken during their travel to the Institute.	

Staff, Faculty and Consultants 

We invited leaders in the fields of Africana/Black Studies and spatial humanities to 
participate in the Institute. To this base, we also added geospatial experts who will 
provided training in geospatial technologies for the participants. Moreover, we invited 
several scholars to give keynote talks on the relationship between Africana/Black Studies 
and technology. This cohort of scholars and experts offered the necessary blend of 
expertise in spatial humanities and knowledge of Africana/Black Studies. Just as 
importantly, we carefully considered diversity, broadly defined, as a component of our 
faculty. In this sense, the Institute’s faculty reflected both public and private colleges and 
universities and historically black colleges and universities. Faculty were also drawn 
from research I institutions and small liberal arts colleges and reflected a diverse gender, 
ethnic and racial identities. (See Appendix 5 for extended biographies) 

	

Curriculum and Work Plan 
The Institute’s curriculum drew on the experience of geospatial experts and spatial 
humanities project leaders to educate and coach Africana studies scholars in the concepts, 
principles and methods of geospatial technologies.  The participants will be asked to 
complete a questionnaire assessing the extent of their knowledge of the spatial humanities 
and geospatial technologies. 
 
The three weeks of institute was divided up as follows: 
The first week consisted of a thorough introduction to digital and spatial humanities and 
the debates over the significant absence of race in the scholarship about the field. The 
participants engaged and discussed theoretical readings on the digital humanities and its 
implication for Africana/Black Studies. Participants were introduced to idea of thinking 
spatially.  Special attention was paid to the theory that Africana studies and spatial 
humanities together hold a unique role for exploring the common good. In this regard, 
participants were asked to critically assess the ways that spatial humanities can establish 
deepen a public understanding of African American social activism around contemporary 
forms of racism stemming from the blogosphere and social media.  For example, we 
discussed the implication of mapping “Black Lives Matter” “I Can’t Breathe” and “Die-
ins” demonstrations across the country. During this week participants also reviewed a 
genealogy of spatial humanities projects, including maps, and hear from key spatial 
humanities scholars and practitioners. Each day of the first week also included hands-on 
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activities designed to help participants see themselves as digital humanists in the making. 
At the culmination of the first week, participants were well-versed in ongoing discussions 
about race in digital and spatial humanities.  

The second week focused on hands-on spatial thinking activities and training in 
geospatial technologies and was led by Nicole Kong, Purdue Library’s geospatial 
specialist and Dr. Scott Nesbit, Assistant Professor of Digital Humanities.  To this end, 
we were less concerned with participants developing expertise in a particular software or 
digital tool and more interested in helping participants acquire and an understanding of 
spatial humanistic conceptual frameworks and broad knowledge of geospatial 
technologies. This week centered on three main goals: 

1. To teach students how to think spatially and develop “visual sophistication” 
2. To teach students how to understand and critique, geospatial technologies, to 

make them geospatial literate 
3. To provide students with the technological tools to evaluate and contribute to 

spatial humanities projects 

Some of the topics participants learned during the week are as follows: a variety of 
geospatial data types, data sources and metadata management techniques; manipulation 
of and query of geospatial data; geospatial data, understanding available choices and the 
implications of each technique; critiques of cartographic styles and implement effective 
cartographic and display techniques. Participants also worked with faculty members who 
served as coaches and helped guide them through the process of developing maps. Each 
day also included sessions for reflection and discussion on the unique process of 
developing maps for topics in Africana/Black studies.   

The third week’s focus was on helping participants conceptualize and develop individual 
projects from their own data sets, which they had brought to the Institute.  Participants, 
individually or in small groups, spent time thinking through theoretical and practical 
problems with their data. Participants also worked with faculty to select appropriate 
geospatial technologies and processes for their data.  The aim was to provide participants 
with time and a setting in which they can autonomously work on projects but have access 
to support from geospatial experts and spatial humanities project leaders. The week and 
the institute ended with end with lightening round presentations of participants’ projects 
in various stages. (See Appendix) 
 
At the end of the institute participants traveled back to their respective institutions.  
Participants will be expected to develop their maps.  The project directors continued to 
facilitate communication between the participants and encourage them to exchange and 
read each other’s work through Institute’s Facebook posts throughout the 2016-2017 
academic year. Select participants were solicited for an edited collection of reflections, 
analyses and maps emanating from the institute.  We expect to submit this collection for 
an edited manuscript, are working with the University of Georgia Press to develop the 
collection for submission. Participants were also encouraged to continue professional 
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development in digital and spatial humanities through massive open line courses offered 
by institutions such as Indiana University.  
   
A two-day follow-up workshop on April 14-16 2017 was held at Hamilton College in 
Clinton, NY. This workshop provided participants an opportunity to come together again 
to discuss the long-term impact of spatial thinking in Africana/Black Studies. The 
workshop opened up with a keynote talk titled, “Africana/Black Studies in the Digital 
Age: Digital Humanities & Critical Race Studies” by Marisa Parham, Director of the Five 
College Digital Humanities Project and Associate Professor of English at Amherst 
College (specializing in African American literary and cultural studies). Keynote talks 
were also presented by Dr. Jessica Johnson, Assistant Professor of History and African 
American Studies at Johns Hopkins University and Dr. Marla Jaskch, Associate Professor 
of Women’s and Gender Studies at The College of New Jersey.   The next day of the 
workshop featured presentations from all participants. The workshop ended with a 
morning session the following day that put the participants’ projects in the context of 
sustainability, data management and preservation, and issues centering on intellectual 
property and copyright. Institute Co- director, Dr. Angel Nieves along with Dr. Scott 
Nesbit ran this part of the workshop and provided participants with best practices and a 
broad range of advice and references to sources applicable to individual projects.  
 
Institute Content  
 
In order to maximize the limited time, we had with participants, we provided participants 
with a set of texts prior to the Institute. To this end, we introduced the participants to 
spatial humanities by providing them David J. Bodenhamer, et al, Deep Maps and Spatial 
Narratives and David Bodenhamer, et al, The Spatial Humanities: GIS and the Future of 
Humanities Scholarship. As foundational texts in spatial humanities, we asked 
participants to become acquainted with the language and methodology of spatial 
humanities by reading through both books to prepare for the Institute. We paired these 
books with the novel, Kindred, by Octavia Butler. The novel provides a gateway into 
critically considering the idea of space, place and mobility in Africana/Black Studies as 
the book’s protagonist, an African American woman Dana, shuttles between her 
contemporary life in California and a pre-Civil War Maryland plantation. 
 
We held a book discussion on the evening of the first day to explore with participants the 
significance of the book’s themes and their implication for understanding how places and 
spaces help to define black identity. Our first day of readings examined the issue of race 
in the digital humanities. We believe this was an optimum way to begin the Institute as it 
introduced participants to ongoing discussions of the place and role race has in digital 
humanities scholarship. We began with Moya Bailey’s seminal work, “All the Digital 
Humanities Are White, All the Nerds are Men, But Some of Us Are Brave.” Bailey’s 
work acted as a clarion call for the inclusion of difference in the digital humanities. In 
addition, participants read work by the following leading scholars on race and the digital 
humanities: Amy Earhart, Adeline Kohn, Stephanie Browner and Tara McPherson. Each 
of these scholars has urged and prodded digital humanities scholars to critically think 
about social difference, particularly around matters of ethnicity, race and nationality. 
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While the first day’s set of readings appear ambitious, many of these pieces are short in 
length and did not pose an undue burden on participants. 
 
The remaining week’s readings largely focused on spatial humanities and the problem of 
space and place in Africana/Black Studies. While participants will take up the study of 
spatial thinking each morning, they will work with faculty in small group sessions in the 
afternoons to examine larger questions about place and space in the context of the 
specific themes. Participants will be assigned readings from Spatial Humanities: GIS and 
the Future of Humanities Scholarship on the second day of the Institute. We will begin 
with “Turning toward Place, Space and Time” by Edward L. Ayers, which provides 
participants with foundational concepts. We will also help participants envision what they 
can do in spatial humanities by reading David Bodenhamer’s essay, “The Potential of 
Spatial Humanities.” While participants spent some time developing a working 
knowledge of spatial humanities, we are also interested in exploring with them a growing 
body of innovative writing on space, place, and region in Africana/Black Studies. We 
started with Katherine McKitrrik, James Tyner, Angel David Nieves, and Thadious 
Davis’ work. Each scholar writes about the vexed and complicated relationship between 
space and blackness. At the same time, their writings allowed participants to understand 
the potentialities embedded in spatial narratives and geographic localities for African 
people within and outside the United States.  
 
Finally, in week two and three, participants turned to readings on geospatial technologies. 
Participants will use Amy Hiller’s and Anne Kelly Knowle’s text, Placing History: How 
Maps, Spatial Data and GIS Are Changing Historical Scholarship and return to the 
books, The Spatial Humanities and Deep Maps.  Hillier and Knowles’ text is comprised 
of case studies and methodological approaches to geospatial technologies and was a good 
fit for the Institute as it challenges the idea that GIS and other geospatial software is best 
used for quantitative social science. We selected case studies from the book for the 
afternoon sessions during the second week and analyzed them in breakout sessions 
 
Impact and Evaluation 
We deemed the Institute a success by the following measures: 1. Participants’ investment 
in spatial humanities’ potential for transforming Africana/Black Studies scholarship and 
the willingness to challenge spatial humanities with theories in Africana/Black Studies. 2. 
Participants’ development of spatial literacy and a spatial consciousness regarding topics 
in Africana Studies. 3. Participants’ capacity to share knowledge of geospatial 
technologies with others in the broader Africana/Black Studies community. 
 
Because of the emerging relationship between Africana/Black Studies and spatial 
humanities, it was important to widely share the Institute’s finding and projections. We 
envisione collaborating with participants on conference panels and additional workshops 
and institutes in the broader field of digital humanities. 	
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Timestam
p 

Please tell us what your 
expectations were, of the 
Institute at Purdue, before 
you attended? 

Did the Institute meet 
your expectations?  If so, 
how?  Please be as 
specific as possible? 

How well was the Institute 
organized?  How might you 
have done things 
differently?  What 
recommendations might you 
have for improving its 
organization and other 
future Institutes supported 
by the NEH ODH?  

How were your course 
materials, the Institute 
website, and 
communication before 
the Institute?  Did these 
materials prepare you for 
your work at the 
Institute?  What 
recommendations might 
you have for improving 
future Institutes 
supported by the NEH 
ODH?   

Did the Institute help you 
receive training to advance 
your digital scholarship? 

How useful was the 
exercise involving Octavia 
Butler's 'Kindred'? 

What tools, methodologies, 
or forms of scholarly 
practice might you like to 
see if this Institute were 
offered again? 

How might a future Institute 
be shaped to include 
pedagogy?   

How were the housing 
accommodations at 
Purdue?  

What were the 
benefits of 
staying on 
campus?  

What were some of 
the challenges of 
staying on campus 

What would you have done 
differently vis-a-vis 
accommodations, food, 
etc.?  Please provide 
recommendations for future 
Institutes supported by the 
NEH ODH.   

6/24/2016 
16:20:52 

Casual community 
environment to learn a 
range of GIS skills. 

It was not casual, but the 
learning was both intense 
and extraordinary. 

Combine GIS and sample DH 
presentations daily over the 
first two weeks. Use project 
development time to foster 
more relational applications of 
skills and resources in the 
early in first week, 1-2 times in 
second week, constantly 
through third week. 

Excellent. More preparation 
for participants to read 
across disciplines. Yes. 

Insightful - it could been 
both digital and analog. 

More cooperative, 
experiential forms. More 
time to maximize 
participants' original 
*pedagogical* contributions. 

Much more to say here. 
Simply allow for four 
different modes to be 
repeated and mastered 
over the time allotted. Very good. 

Community 
connections. 

Need more 
preparation for the 
specific campus 
culture. 

Better access to kitchen 
and self-preparation options 
for dining. 

6/24/2016 
16:34:35 

I planned to come here and 
work and learn about GIS. I 
didn't know what else to 
except. 

It went beyond the realm of 
my expectations in ways 
both positive and negative. 
There was a rich trove of 
material to consume, but 
the group projects were not 
as focused as necessary to 
maximize that energy. I 
appreciated the GIS 
training but I wish we had 
more in-depth training on 
what GIS was and could 
do. 

It was very dense and needed 
additional time for community 
building. 

Communication was good... 
I also think the course 
materials will serve me well 
after the conclusion of the 
institute it'd be nice to refer 
back to the reading list. I 
would probably refer a 
majority of reading 
materials to a bibliographic 
list, however. The website 
wasn't particularly 
necessary as most of the 
communication came over 
email. It would have been 
nice to have used it more 
but the institute was still 
okay without it. Absolutely. 

Marginally--perhaps as a 
discussion based exercise 
but we may have been able 
to accomplish the goals of 
the activity more efficiently 
if we had a smaller project. 

Dr. Bryan Carter was one of 
the highlights of the 
institute; I would have 
appreciated a social media 
crash kit as well.  

We could have more 
teaching demonstrations 
and opportunities to apply 
technology in workshopped 
sessions. 

They took some time 
to get used to and 
were often too cold. 
The mattresses were 
wildly uncomfortable--I 
was not aware that we 
would need mattress 
pads. It was almost 
impossible to get a full 
night's sleep the first 
week. The showers 
were hot and the 
bathrooms were 
clean, but there were 
no  

We were near 
facilities. 

Being treated like 
an undergrad and 
distance from 
culinary options 

The navigation of local 
cuisine by visitors needs to 
be better navigated. It is 
really difficult to keep up 
one's health in places 
which do not have cuisine 
necessary to sustain one's 
digestive health. 

6/24/2016 
16:38:44 I live here. 

Yes. I left feeling more 
confident about my ability to 
claim being a digital 
humanities scholar and I 
know for sure, I want my 
work to critically engage 
Black spatial humanities. 

I really would have liked to 
have known upfront how to 
use the readings. But 
everything else seemed pretty 
well organized and relayed 
effectively. 

The Institute website was 
very intuitive and easy to 
navigate. I think we had a 
lot of emails but I think that 
was the best format to 
communicate information.  Yes. 

The Kindred mapping 
exercise really forced us 
out of our comfort spaces 
and we really had to stretch 
ourselves creatively and 
imaginatively. I also think it 
helped my group bond in a 
very good way. 

In addition to GIS, I would 
like to learn more about 
other non-GIS tools as well 
that we can use to do 
spatial humanities work.  

I would have to think more 
on this and offer some 
suggestions. N/A N/A N/A N/A 

6/24/2016 
16:40:50 

I would come away with a 
strong idea of how to 
incorporate mapping into 
my research and skills in 
digital technologies.  

Yes, I have a much better 
idea of how to extract 
spatial information from my 
research and how to map it. 
I wish I had developed 
more hard skills.  

Well organized, could have 
worked harder to stick to the 
schedule.  

The recommended reading 
(spatial humanities books) 
beforehand helped prepare 
me to come to the institute 
with data I could use to 
map. I wish the reading 
would have been used 
more for discussion and not 
just for background reading, 

Yes, I ended the institute 
with several maps, and I'm 
proud of them.  

At first I resented the 
exercise, but in the end I 
saw the value of working in 
a group and having to put 
ideas about mapping down 
on paper.  

I realize that most people 
here study the U.S., so I 
understand the focus on 
that, but sometimes I 
wished the wider diaspora 
was better discussed.  

Frankly pedagogy isn't that 
big of a interest to me 
(sorry!), so I wouldn't be as 
interested in an institute 
that was more focused on 
pedagogy. 

Fine, more than 
anything I wish we 
had better information 
about where we were 
staying. Getting an 
email a week before 
saying we needed to 
pack a pillow and 
blanket and being 

Its nice to all be 
housed together 
and facilities 
community 
building.  

It was about a mile 
to get food, and not 
having a fridge 
made that all the 
more difficult. I 
disliked feeling like 
I was in undergrad 
because of the 
surveillance at the 

I'm grateful we got cash to 
buy food, and thankful that 
the organizers listened to 
us. That was the biggest 
thing for me, the boiler card 
would not have worked for 
a three week stay. Alcohol 
isn't that big of a deal, but 
during three weeks is would 

Institute Evaluations 
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it was so much, and 
frequently had information 
that was then covered in 
faculty members' talks that I 
stopped reading.  

unable to get 
information about 
what linens would be 
available was 
frustration.  

dorms. I was fine 
with the quality of 
the room.   

be nice to stay some place 
where we can drink a glass 
of wine after a long day 
without fear of being yelled 
at by an RA.  

6/24/2016 
16:42:28 

To gain additional 
grounding in Black Studies, 
learn GIS tech, and 
harness time for project 
work. 

I feel like I've advanced in 
my project and general 
understanding of both Black 
Studies and GIS tech, but 
would like to go deeper with 
both. 

More integration of 
collaborative, more loosely 
constructed time. Lectures just 
aren't effective for such an 
extended period of daily time 
and especially day after day. 
Was most enriched by small 
group work and workshop 
time. 

Plenty of materials and 
communication. Would 
have liked more living 
details sooner so given time 
to prepare. The 
connections and use of 
readings weren't always 
clearly delineated, which 
made the list somewhat 
overwhelming and difficult 
to utilize. 

Yes. I can better talk about 
my scholarship in relation to 
space and DH. 

I liked the making aspect of 
it. Would have liked more 
time and discussion of book 
beforehand. 

Text mining, topic 
modeling, network analysis; 
bibliography of black 
studies related to our 
central institute themes; 
less hierarchy between 
institute faculty and 
participants. 

Practice critical pedagogy 
and learner-center 
pedagogy in the institute 
itself to model techniques 
we might use in the 
classroom. Ask us for a 
lesson plan, or group 
lesson plan, relating to our 
research. 

Clean and relatively 
private. Really needed 
kitchen for 3-week 
stay. 

Didn't have to 
think much 
about 
transportation 

Lack of kitchen, 
difficult to get off of 
campus to 
resources like 
restaurants etc, not 
enough community 
building early on to 
make us all feel 
comfortable sharing 
space together. 

See above. As far as 
catered foods, more protein 
options that don't involve 
gluten/grains. 

6/24/2016 
16:43:55 

To learn new GIS 
technology and discuss 
Black/Africana Studies 

Yes. I got exposure to new 
technologies and time to 
critically think and work on 
my project. 

When I first looked at the 
schedule I was pleased with 
the organization but in reality I 
felt it was very sectioned off. I 
don't know if I would have 
done anything different  
because I understand the 
scheduling difficulty of doing a 
"blended" schedule.  

I liked the Institute website 
and felt as though I was 
kept up to date in the 
weeks before the Institute. I 
felt prepared for coming 
onto Purdue's campus. I 
enjoyed the course 
materials although because 
of the fast pace of the 
Institute plus the work and 
personal obligation I was 
not able to get through the 
entire bibliography. 
However, I plan to continue 
working through the 
bibliography after these 
three weeks as I work on 
my project. So my 
recommendation is possibly 
getting a working bib 
earlier.  

Yes. I feel I have become a 
better a digital scholar and 
better equipped to facilitate 
the creation of digital 
scholarship.  

It was very useful. The 
novel is multi-layered in 
space, place, and time. 
Furthermore the group work 
was a nice break from 
working individually on our 
projects. Thinking about 
bringing 4 or 5 peoples 
interpretations of the novel 
to one unified but multi-
faceted vision.  

Gephi (especially after 
Asha's presentation), R, 
MapBox, and the CartoDB 
API not just the 
editor/graphical user 
interface. Also thinking 
about GIS and practices of 
minimal computing.  

For my own practice, 
thinking about how I can 
workshop this for my fellow 
faculty and I can teach this 
to students for student 
projects and papers.  n/a 

sense of 
community 
outside of the 
institute 
structure  n/a 

A map of food choices not 
just on campus but also off 
campus.  

6/24/2016 
16:47:22 

My expectations were to 
learn and improve my skills 
in ArcGIS and learn new 
tools to help with my 
research. 

The institute definitely 
exceeded my expectations. 
I did not expect to have the 
intensely productive 
theoretical and analytical 
conversations that I had 
while here at Purdue. My 
thinking was shaped far 
beyond just merely finding 
better geospatial tools. 

The institute was organized 
well. My only recommendation 
would be for institute 
participants to present their 
work earlier and then have 
opportunities to engage with 
institute faculty. I didn't find the 
group breakout sessions to be 
very productive because we 
were envisioning hypothetical 
projects. I would have liked to 
have had the opportunity to 
refine and shape my own 
project in those breakout 
sessions. 

They were sufficient 
preparation for the institute. Yes 

Extremely useful. An 
analog mapping component 
is CRUCIAL to an institute 
like this. I enjoyed this 
exercise and the 
perspectives from my 
colleagues in their 
interpretations of Kindred. 

I think the range of 
methodologies that were 
covered at the institute was 
just right. Not too much. 

Not sure about how to 
answer this. 

They were 
satisfactory. 

In my 
experience, 
there were no 
real benefits to 
staying on 
campus. I would 
have been fine 
staying in 
accommodation
s that were off 
campus. 

The racism of the 
Lafayette 
community and 
poor food options. 
No fault to the 
institute or the 
organizers. 

Definitely given a per diem 
from the start, and make 
sure that there are available 
accomodations for food 
preparation wherever we 
live. It is unhealthy and 
unwise to buy cooked food 
for every meal for an entire 
3 weeks. As adults, we 
should have the ability to 
cook our own food! 

6/24/2016 
16:48:04 

I really was not sure what to 
expect. I was open and 
nervous or rather anxious--

This experience surpassed 
my hopes for what joining 
an intellectual community 
dedicated to a topic/series 

More space and time could 
and should have been given to 
community building. Creating 
space to hear and voice 

Communication via email 
was effective and 
significant. The course 
materials did prepare me Yes! 

The exercise was 
transformative and fun. 
Forced to use analog 
technology in a digital world 

Maybe more time spent 
with other aspects of GIS or 
other GIS software, 
definitely AR. 

The pedagogy itself needs 
to be adjusted. By that I 
mean the lectures should 
modified and more time 

Facilities were great, 
there were issues with 
staff which were 
eventually resolved. 

The creation of 
a community 
was an integral 

Access to food, no 
access to a 
kitchen...long walks 
to bar food... 

I am not sure what would fit 
the guidelines? But perhaps 
a space with a kitchen and 
more flexibility and clear 
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new environment, space, 
place topi etc.  

of questions could be. The 
attention give to the many 
areas/aspects of what 
constitutes an intellectual 
community, the excellent 
range and depth of the 
participants and the 
superior preparation and 
dedication of the presenters 
all combined in wonderful 
ways to make this both 
rigorous and good. 

experiences and build 
relationships even in interstitial 
spaces could have positively 
impacted the entire process. 

before for the foundation of 
the topics covered--spatial 
humanities, theories and 
context. 

utilized a wholly different 
tool and mind set. 
Collaborating was fun and a 
revelation. Probably the bet 
exercise. 

spent work shopping. The 
readings should be 
incorporated or timely 
modifications to the 
prescribed list to reflect the 
suggested list.  More group 
work to be completed in the 
evenings which would 
extend learning time and 
allow for more team 
building and exchange of 
intellectual affinities. 

part of the 
experience. 

consequences for 
rule/standard violations. 

6/24/2016 
16:48:41 

At the institution, I expected 
to engage in critical 
discussion and learn how to 
use software all for the 
purpose of better 
visualizing and thinking of 
black spatial humanities. 

In some ways, the institute 
met my expectations. 
Namely, the group of 
people - the critical thought 
was rich, and I learned so 
much about my own 
thinking and possibilities 
there. I do wish, in that 
vein, there had been more 
robust and intentional 
grounding in some 
theoretical (and practical!) 
work that gave us common 
ground.  Related, I wish 
that "common ground" 
would have been a point for 
us to discuss and 
potentially disagree about 
what the shape of things 
are and should be.  

I think the organization was 
adequate. It's clear that 
Purdue is a top-notch 
institution. However, I think the 
campus itself is significantly 
inadequate in housing such a 
setup as the Institute. The 
catering lacked options to the 
point where some participants 
could not eat more than a few 
calories per meal (vegans and 
vegetarians). The housing 
situation was a one-size fits all 
model where PhDs (grown 
folks) were treated just the 
same as summer camp 
attendees, it seemed. I would 
recommend steering clear of 
Purdue for housing such an 
institute - I think virtually all of 
the problems stem from the 
University's organization and 
infrastructure.  

I think the readings could 
have been more realistic. 
Just mere days before the 
program started, we were 
given hundreds of pages of 
readings, I believe, that 
were meant to be covered 
before arriving. As such, it 
seems none of us really 
took any of them seriously - 
they weren't referenced at 
all in 99% of comments. So 
more directed readings (or 
more time to read) would 
have helped.  

I'll say not really here. 
However, that's not really 
what I came for.  

It seemed isolated, which 
was unfortunate because it 
could have generated some 
interesting questions.  

I'd like to see more basic 
aspects of the digital 
considered. GIS, in its form, 
is just one very complex 
means of visualizing (and 
running analysis, which 
seems less useful for most 
of us). There are also 
videos, blog writing, 
photographs - it seems, 
especially if we take the 
critique of Moya Bailey 
seriously, that we re-
inscribed the exclusionary 
lines of DH. (What about 
black women bloggers like 
the Crunk Feminist 
Collective - Rap 
Genius...what about the 
spatial aspects of digital 
humanistic productions 
already central to making a 
case for black humanity?)  I'm not really sure. 

Inadequate - the 
housing was likely the 
worst I've stayed in. 

Proximity - we 
were close to 
meeting spaces. 

Challenges: Being 
grown in the space 
was difficult. I felt 
watched - the 
~12AM walk-
throughs were 
increasingly 
intrusive as earnest 
community 
emerged in the 
tv/dining area. It 
was like having 
some random 
people walk-
through your living 
room during family 
time.  

I would have done more 
work to think through what 
would actually happen as 
participants got on in the 
day to day. Also, a catered 
"heads-up" would have 
been much appreciated.  

6/24/2016 
16:50:03 

My expectation was to learn 
about GIS tools and how 
they can be used to support 
a spatial project. 

The Institute was 
outstanding. It was simply 
excellent. I learnt more than 
what I had expected to 
learn because space and 
place were looked at from 
diverse perspectives that I 
had never even imagined. 

The institute was very well 
organized and was very 
professional. Selected 
presenters/facilitators were 
excellent. 
 
The only thing I could change 
is to reduce the number of 
hours we covered each day 
during the first week. I wish 
that each day was from 
9.00am to 3.00pm so that 
participants could get time to 
reflect on the readings. 

Angel Nieves was very 
quick at communicating 
with participants and the 
necessary reading 
materials were provided 
well in advance. 
 
Choice of reading materials 
was excellent. 

Yes. I learnt how to use 
ArcGis, CartoDB, Story 
Map among many other 
software that one can 
choose to use when 
implementing a DH project. 

Very useful because I got to 
look at alternative ways to 
analyze and map ideas. 

The institute was perfect in 
terms of methodologies and 
scholarly practice. 

Teaching DH or using DH is 
critical in getting students to 
learn about DH. Maybe 
have more time needs to be 
reserved on ways to teach 
DH Excellent and clean 

Easy to get to 
the room we 
were to work in 
and it saved the 
cost of daily 
commute. 

It felt that I was 
student once again 
and there was no 
place such as a 
fridge to keep food. 
I was happy that 
one of the 
professors gave 
use her fridge half 
way through the 
institute. 

Provide participants with 
cash so that they manage 
to buy their own food 
instead of relying on 
university cards that tend to 
be very restrictive on which 
places one can buy food. 

6/24/2016 
17:00:23 

My expectations of the 
Institute at Purdue before I 
attended were that I would 
be introduced to 
digital/spatial humanities.  

Yes, the institute introduced 
me to a range of 
digital/spatial humanities 
readings, projects, 
scholars, and tools. I feel 
like the institute provided 
me a   solid foundation for 

The Institute was well 
organized. The schedule 
followed a logical development 
from theory to practice. I think 
the Institute might have 
benefited from an Institute 

Before the institute, the 
communication was 
effective, providing me with 
the necessary information 
for arriving at the Institute. 
Perhaps in terms of 
readings, it would have 

Yes, the Institute help me 
think about how I might 
began to develop digital 
scholarship. 

The Kindred exercise was 
particularly helpful in that in 
brought us together to work 
collaboratively on a project 
that engaged the 
imagination.  

It might be nice to have a 
collaborative project that 
would allow people to learn 
the tools in a group setting. 
It was hard as a novice to 
learn and understand the 
basics of the technology.  

I think it might be a good 
idea to develop a course 
around a specific topic in 
the spatial/digital 
humanities. 

Fine, except for 
access to a 
refrigerator.  

Being close to 
the Institute 
classrooms, etc.  

The dorms are 
designed for 
undergraduates, 
primarily eating in 
the dining halls.  

I guess giving the 
limitations in options, it 
seems necessary to be the 
schedule around the dining 
hours and/or provide cash 
for dining. 
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developing digital/spatial 
humanities projects in my 
scholarship and teaching.   

welcome and orientation 
session.   

been nice to have some 
guiding questions or 
something of the sort.   

6/24/2016 
17:01:13 

I expected to learn an array 
of digital tools and 
platforms. 

The Institute did and did not 
meet my expectations.  I 
was hoping to grasp GIS by 
the end, but I did not.  I am 
still very overwhelmed by 
the platform.  I wish there 
was a chart comparing 
ArcGIS to other digital 
and/or spatialization 
applications, so that I knew 
what exactly my options 
were and the pros and cons 
of each. 

Contrary to popular belief, I 
don't think that the Institute 
was too rigorous.  I think the 
scheduling made it falsely feel 
that way, because it 
demanded stamina and not 
rigor.  It also required us to 
suppress our intellectual 
hunger.  I think I would have 
mixed the goals of the week 
across all three weeks--Theory 
in the morning; hands-on 
software/web-based training in 
the late morning/early 
afternoon; and personal 
research design and practice 
in the late afternoon.  Many of 
us did not remember the 
platform training from week 2 
during week 3.  Also, the 
theory section doesn't have to 
be trimmed, but the selections 
could be more rigorous; half 
the faculty never explicitly 
shared how they engaged 
theory or what their theoretical 
framework was.  As a result, it 
was mostly contextual.  Also, 
the instructors should have 
woven the required readings 
into their 
lectures/discussions/breakouts
. All of these were great!!! 

Somewhat.  I am still 
intimidated by the computer 
and web-based 
design/programming, but I 
feel that I have a much 
better handle on the 
language and types of 
questions to ask. Great!!! Text mining!!!!  View shed! 

I feel like it did include 
pedagogy, especially Bryan 
Carter's presentations. Excellent. 

Convenience 
and walkability.  

Libraries closing 
early. No Boiler Express. 

6/24/2016 
17:01:20 

I knew that we would be 
working with 
technology/resources that 
we could use for our 
research, but did not expect 
the range of and wealth of 
resources offered. 

Yes it did. I have been 
introduced to knew simple 
as well as sophisticated 
digital resources. 

The Institute was incredibly 
well organized. We were 
updated regularly whenever 
changes occurred and 
received material ahead of 
time when necessary.  
 
  

We received the material 
ahead of time. The website 
was regularly updated and 
both Institute directors 
provided their phone 
numbers in case we 
needed to contact them.  

Absolutely. I now feel more 
confident about exploring 
several digital tools and 
also about asking questions 
about possible tools or 
other options for my line of 
work.  

This was a very useful 
exercise in many levels. It 
not only fit the digital 
component by driving our 
imagination through the 
many places and spaces 
where the characters 
moved, but the analog 
exercised allowed us to 
work collaboratively and 
share different and similar 
views on the book. Each 
group that presented their 
mapping of Kindred had a 
different idea and vision as 
to where to take the book 
and/or where the book had 
taken them. I will certainly 
be repeating this exercise 
with my students. It was a 

Perhaps more discussion 
about publishing in DH. 
While we read several 
publications, perhaps re-
visit our abstracts during 
the Institute in order to 
receive some sort of 
feedback as to the course 
of a possible piece of 
writing in/for DH. 

Certainly the expertise of 
the Institute's faculty was 
greatly appreciated, but that 
maybe some of the 
Institute's faculty could of 
had us complete an 
exercise even if a short 
one.  Great, thank you.  

Access to 
Institute 
facilities.  

There were food 
limitations and 
choices. 

The fact that we were able 
to receive cash for our 
meals instead of the limited 
Purdue card was very 
helpful. It would have been 
different if the Purdue Boiler 
card was accepted at 
nearby eateries as is the 
case in other colleges.  
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great pedagogical way to 
keep us involved. 

6/24/2016 
17:02:46 

I expected to find a network 
of people who thought 
about digital and spatial 
humanities in new and 
innovative ways. 

In some ways. I found a few 
people who thought about 
space in similar ways very 
similar to my own. 
However, I do feel that in 
the future the institute 
should include people who 
are theorizing around 
space. I found the focus on 
the digital as a tool to be 
excessive.  
 
Additionally, I would like to 
see someone who is talking 
about digital space and the 
diaspora.  

I would have liked more time 
to focus on my own work. In 
the future, perhaps we can 
form working groups early on 
so that some of the 
conversations that are held 
casually can be had during "9-
5" hours.  

The course materials were 
semi-useful. To be honest, I 
don't know that they 
grounded me further in my 
personal questions and 
engagement with digital 
space. 

I wish there would have 
been more of a focus on 
theoretical questions 
around space and 
blackness. I will say, 
though, that this has helped 
me to conceptualize not 
only my prospectus, but a 
grant application. The 
language I've learned 
around mapping has 
shaped my thinking in very 
particular ways. 

Not as useful for my work, 
but extremely therapeutic 
because of the group of 
people I was able to work 
with. 

Again, more of a focus on 
spatial theory and 
blackness in particular. 
Thadious Davis' 
Southscapes would be a 
great place to begin. Also, I 
believe it needs to be 
clearly articulated early on 
that there are collegial 
expectations. Maybe they 
could be decided by the 
group, but they should 
center around respect for 
colleagues and presenters.  Not sure. they were fine. none. 

limited food. the 
buildings we 
needed to get to 
were far away. 
shuttles may be 
useful in the future. 

catered breakfast and 
lunch. Mellon has had 
these types of offerings at 
their summer institutes. 

6/24/2016 
17:07:27 

Before I attended the 
institute I expected to have 
a chance to develop and 
understand the theoretical 
framework that would give 
shape to some of my long-
running questions about 
representing black bodies 
within technological spaces. 
I also expected to have 
some hands on time with 
established and emerging 
technologies that would 
help me grapple with some 
of the concerns I had about 
bridging the digital divide in 
my own research and 
writing. More specifically, I 
hoped to gain a base level 
understand of how I might 
map and create real world 
and speculative 
representations of future 
spaces--ones that were 
inclusive and that 
addressed the historically 
problematic representation 
of blackness.    

The institute did meet my 
expectations by providing 
me with the opportunity to 
interact with and learn from 
established and up and 
coming scholars in a range 
of disciplines who shared 
the core concern of making 
digital spaces a safe and 
vibrant space for black 
subjectivity and intellectual 
engagement. I particularly 
liked the group/workshop 
model in which we wrestled 
with how to apply the tools 
that we learned (such as 
ArcGIS and TouchCast) 
with collaborative input from 
a range of scholars. I also 
liked that there was time 
given to meet and 
exchange ideas with faculty 
who have successfully 
navigated the grant writing, 
concept mapping, and 
product implementation 
process. The openness 
with which the group 
operated in terms of 
sharing their work and 
attempting to grapple 
collaboratively with complex 
issues was inspiring.  

I liked that we had the chance 
to get to know each other both 
inside and outside of the 
institute. My only 
recommendation would be to 
vary the schedule a bit to allow 
more time for us to exchange 
ideas about our project and to 
discuss the reading which 
were very informative.  

The materials did help me 
prepare for the institute; I 
would suggest that we have 
a more focused discussion 
of the readings--perhaps 
more depth and less 
breath. On the opposite 
side of this, I am truly 
grateful that I now have a 
working bibliography that 
helps me conceptualize the 
field.  

Most certainly. I especially 
like the ability to get future 
training through the ArcGIS 
licence and through 
relationships with mid-
career and Jr faculty.  

I loved this activity. 
Seriously, I think it should 
be a required activity that 
proceeds interaction with 
digital tools. It really helped 
me to understand the 
importance of 
conceptualizing the 
potential of maps. I'd say 
try a similar activity with 
Butler's WildSeed 

I'd like to see more focus 
on 3D mapping/ virtual 
reality technologies.  

I'd say we should focusing 
on sharing our teaching 
practices and thinking 
about how we might create 
a collaborative curriculum.  

The rooms were 
spacious and well 
maintained. 

Being close to 
the institute. The environment was hostile to black students.  

6/24/2016 
17:07:38 

I expected to engage 
scholars across disciplines 
on the topic of the digital 
humanities and to have 
critical conversations about Yes 

The Institute was organized. If 
I had any suggestions it would 
be to blend "theory" and 
"making" and to have more 
"making" sessions overall. GIS 

Communication prior to the 
institute was excellent 
(meaning clear and timely). 
The course materials were 
many and while they could 

The Institute introduced me 
to GIS (a transferable skill) 
but more time and more 
clear instruction would have 
helped to advance my 

It was useful in terms of 
illustrating the type of 
teaching tools/methods that 
we might use with 
undergraduates. 

More sessions where we 
are actually deconstructing 
key terms (blackness, race, 
digital, etc). Also, a wider 
range of digital tools (if we 

Even though there wasn't a 
specific session around 
pedagogy we did engage 
teaching at several points 
(i.e. a morning session with 

Clean, quiet, private 
bathrooms were a 
plus. The beds were 
terribly uncomfortable 

Being proximite 
to the meeting 
spaces. 

A shortage of 
healthy food 
options and a 
somewhat 
unhelpful 

More access to campus 
facilities (24/7 access to the 
library); dorms with a 
proper kitchen; assume that 
there will be vegetarians 
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race and Blackness in 
relation to the digital. 

sessions might have been 
spread out over the course of 
three weeks as well. 
 
I would encourage other 
researchers planning/hosting  
institutes supported by the 
NEH to think about how to 
build in more time for 
participants to reflect on what 
they are learning.  

have been helpful we did 
not directly engage with 
them in the workshops and 
over the course of the 
week(s).  
 
While the readings were 
provided via Dropbox and 
Google Drive, a digital 
reader (while more work) 
could have been helpful in 
keeping organized. 
 
Recommendations: a 
collaboratively produced  
"hacked" syllabus could 
have been a generative 
project before the institute 
and would have made us 
feel more like participants 
rather than students with 
assigned readings. 

digital scholarship. Also, we 
might have spent more time 
with other tools besides 
GIS (again, linked to 
spreading out the "making" 
sessions over the course of 
three weeks).  

are expected to move 
beyond GIS/CartoDB then 
offer a workshop on Scalar 
or Omeka).   

Prof. Kim Gallon, mapping 
Kindred, text mining with 
Dr. Ramsey).  In order to 
have a more robust 
discussion of pedagogy we 
might think about designing 
a course (drafting a course 
description) as part of the 
Institute.  

but that's to be 
expected of a dorm. 

residential life staff. 
The campus is also 
quite isolated. 

and offer a wider array of 
options.  

6/24/2016 
17:07:48 

Before attending the 
institute, I expected to be 
able to get a clearer sense 
of how to position myself as 
a digital and spatial 
humanities scholar. I also 
expected to be able to build 
networks and get resources 
that I can use in my 
research. Finally, I 
expected to be familiarized 
with various spatial 
humanities technologies.  

The institute did meet my 
expectations in terms of 
meeting other people and 
building a scholarly 
network; in fact, in this 
regard, the institute 
exceeded my expectations. 
I also have more clarity on 
how to think my work in 
both spatial humanities and 
digital humanities 
frameworks. As far as 
learning spatial humanities 
technologies, I did think that 
we would be learning a 
range of technologies in 
addition to GIS.  

I think the directors clearly put 
a lot of thought into the 
organization of the institute. 
However, I would make the 
following changes.  
 
Instead of having lectures in 
the mornings and in the 
afternoons during the first 
week, it might have been nice 
to have lectures in the 
mornings and GIS workshops 
in the afternoons over two 
weeks. I think this would have 
allowed for a shift/change in 
pace that might have made the 
days not feel as long. This 
would also create an 
opportunity to spread the 
faculty presentations out over 
two weeks instead of having 
all the faculty present during 
the first week and then leave 
while we are working on our 
individual projects.  
 
I also think that the breakout 
sessions might have been 
used to work through specific 
issues in our own projects 
instead of conceptualizing a 
hypothetical project, which 
would have allowed us to 
come into the GIS workshops 

I think the course materials, 
institute website, and 
communication provided 
were adequate for the most 
part. The only thing that 
really should have been 
made clearer before 
participants were required 
to commit to the institute is 
how the "fellowship" would 
be used. Many of us are in 
departments that prioritize 
summer funding based on 
who has received external 
funding and who has not. 
When I alerted my 
department that I was 
receiving a fellowship, I was 
under the impression that I 
was receiving money, and 
was therefore taken out of 
consideration for 
department-based/school-
based summer funding. 
Had I known before 
committing to the institute 
that the "fellowship" was for 
covering housing, 
transportation, etc., I could 
have made this clear to my 
department, so that I could 
have still received money 
that would support my living 

Absolutely. I have gained a 
clearer sense of not only 
how to create a digital 
project but also why a 
digital format is the best 
one for visualizing the 
theories I produce in my 
research. 

This was an extremely 
useful exercise for thinking 
about what it even means 
to engage in mapping. It 
was also helpful to think 
about what it is like to 
collaborate with people in 
scholarly settings in order 
to conceptualize and build 
an end product that reflects 
the intellectual 
goals/commitments of 
multiple people.  

I would like to see more 
tools for visualization in 
addition to GIS. I think that 
the faculty presentations 
did offer some of these 
tools, but having more time 
to actually workshop and 
learn them would be 
helpful.  

I think that many of us are 
already including pedagogy 
in our projects. I did like 
going over Kim's Digital 
Blackness syllabus, and I 
found it helpful, so I think 
the best way to incorporate 
pedagogy more explicitly 
might be through brief 
presentations of what 
institute faculty have done 
in class.  

I liked having a single 
room and not having 
to share a bathroom. I 
did not like being so 
far away from 
restaurants and 
classroom buildings.  

I guess staying 
on campus 
made it a little 
easier to learn 
Purdue's 
campus. 

One of the main 
challenges is that 
we were not close 
to restaurants. 25-
30 minutes is not 
really walking 
distance, especially 
if people have 
mobility issues.  

I think that a variety of food 
options to accommodated 
dietary during catered 
meals should have been 
available.  
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with a better sense of 
questions we might have.  

expenses during the 
summer.  

6/24/2016 
17:07:53 

First, to get intimately 
acquainted with the 
discourse of Digital 
Humanities, and have the 
opportunity to critically 
examine the nexus with 
Black spatiality. 

Number 1 was certainly 
met, number 2 was partially 
met in that I believe there 
were kernels of 
conversations that can 
serve as pathways to larger 
conversations 

The institute was overly 
organized.  Structures, 
schedules and agendas are 
crucial, but so are community 
building, pedagagical 
considerations and introducing 
expectations, ideas, and 
concepts the institute seeks to 
address. Likewise, the heavily 
organized first week didn't 
allow for enough space to 
work closely with guest 
presenters. Had their 
presentations been more 
spaced out and had there 
been a way to 1) have them 
answer specific questions 
provided prior to their 
presentations so that there 
presentations were always 
rigorous and relevant 2) have 
participants specify a set of 
questions that could be also 
given to different guests so 
that in the process of 
presenting, these larger 
questions could also be 
tackled.  Further, providing 
social space for more informal 
conversations to take place, 
would have provided deeper 
ways to theorize on the larger 
questions and concept the 
Institute. These could have 
been facilitated by  by 
participants who could have 
taken turns. 
 
It's obvious that Kim and Angel 
carried tremendous 
administrative work and I 
would strongly suggest hiring 
an Institute coordinator to  
oversee and absorb some of 
those duties. 

It would've been best to 
have fewer emails before 
arrival. A single form that 
incorporated all the 
questions that were needed 
prior to arrival would have 
been much more efficient. 
This form could have 
included everything from 
travel information to food 
restrictions to special needs 
of participants. 

Yes, it certainly exposed 
me to the capabilities of 
GIS as a whole. Guest 
faculty also exposed to the 
various ways one could 
pursue DH projects. 

Beautiful, useful not only in 
thinking about mapping 
conceptually, but also in 
having important 
conversations about the 
underlying concepts of the 
Institute, such as Black 
space, Black humanities, 
humanity, time, and 
represeantions. 

Greater variety of practices 
and more theoretically 
grounded projects. 

It is key that the Institute 
takes seriously the 
pedagogical approach 
depending on who the 
participants are, different 
ways of learning, sharing, 
and doing scholarship. 

I know they were very 
difficult for some, and 
we all received poor 
treatment from the 
young workers, but 
the dorms were 
comfortable and 
clean.  

Proximity to 
meeting spaces, 
common spaces 
where people 
could be social 
with one 
another. 

Purdue is one of 
the most overtly 
racist spaces I've 
ever been in.  
Those who are 
parents and on tight 
budgets did not 
have options to 
bring their children 
even for a short 
amount of time. 

Allow participants to use 
their food allowance as they 
see fit. Make sure they 
know that  alcohol is not 
allowed, give more than 
one lodging option. 

6/24/2016 
17:08:29 

I expected to engage with 
people doing Black 
Studies/Africana Studies 
and learn about the ways 
that digital humanities 
methods and research 
could be done within Black 
Studies/Africana Studies. I 
expected to learn about 

Yes. This institute met my 
expectations in that I was 
exposed to a myriad of 
tools, far more than I could 
have imagined. Hearing 
from faculty who have used 
everything from GIS 
mapping to augmented 
reality really exposed a new 

The Institute, in my opinion, 
was organized well on an 
overall level. The things that I 
would offer as suggestions or 
recommendations for future 
conferences would be the 
following: robust dietary 
options for vegetarians and 
vegans (robust meaning equal 

The materials we were 
provided with prior to the 
Institute did a good job of 
providing a baseline of 
knowledge regarding digital 
humanities, spatial 
humanities, and the 
concept of the "spatial 
turn." I would say the 

Absolutely. In addition to 
the tools that I've learned 
since coming here (too 
many to list but specifically 
ArcGIS Online and 
CartoDB) my digital 
scholarship has indeed 
been advanced. 
Furthermore, I have 

The exercise involving 
Octavia Butler's Kindred I 
found extremely useful. 
This was an opportunity to 
think about the spatial and 
conveying it in a way that 
was not constrained by the 
parameters of the 
computer, but amplified by 

I would like to see Gephi. I 
would like to see Scalar. I 
would like to see Google 
Fusion Tables. I would like 
to see more about Blippar, 
Mappilary, and other 
augmented reality apps. I 
would like to see more in 
depth on Voyant and text 

Perhaps students could 
draw up a class lecture or 
session that showcases 
how they would use a 
particular tool in the 
classroom. We all could be 
mock students for each 
other for an activity that 
took place during the 

The room itself was 
fine. However, there 
were multiple 
moments where as a 
tenant I felt 
uncomfortable as a 
Black student. I felt 
that my presence was 
both unusual and 

Proximity to my 
colleagues and 
peers. Proximity 
to locations of 
our sessions 
and 
presentations.  

Racism. Racism. 
Racism. There 
were very toxic 
experiences that 
some people 
endured either 
walking on or 
around the campus. 
These included 

More vegetarian and vegan 
options. Or been more 
explicit to those individuals 
that those dietary needs 
could not have been met. 
Explored a different location 
that had an in house 
kitchenette and refrigeration 
set.  
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new tools and ways to 
frame my research using 
"the digital." 

world of research 
possibilities to me.  

to those who are not 
vegan/vegetarian); I would 
integrate lectures, active 
learning, and group projects in 
a way that overlaps and 
meshes across weeks as 
opposed to having separate 
weeks for each; I would 
suggest having empty time 
blocked out on the schedule 
for people to nap or just talk in 
an informal manner; I would 
suggest integrating a 
component (ongoing, not one 
time during the institute) on 
community building and 
perhaps practicing self-care as 
a scholar. 

coordinators did a good job 
on providing readings that 
provided a sound starting 
point for participants 
regarding the meta 
questions of "What is DH?" 
"Why is DH?" etc. For 
future Institutes I would 
strongly suggest spacing 
out the reading load in a 
way that gives participants 
ample time to process and 
grapple with the texts as 
opposed to not having that 
time due to the need to 
finish/complete a reading. 

become more clear in what 
it is that I wish to use the 
digital to articulate, and how 
using digital methods 
coalesces with my 
objectives and proclivities 
as a scholar.  

the creativity and genius of 
those involved.  

mining either via Institute 
Faculty or in-class tool 
teaching. Lastly, I would 
suggest an increase in 
activities like Kindred where 
participants use their hands 
and can move outside of or 
beyond the computer.  

presentation. This would 
also require having time for 
larger questions of 1. What 
is Black/Africana Studies? 
2. Why is Black/Africana 
Studies? 3. In all of our 
dynamism and uniqueness 
what is it that brings us 
together as Black Spatial 
Humanities? These 
questions would inform a 
more thorough space of 
idea exchange among 
students which would then 
strengthen us to teach this 
work to students of our 
own.  

unwelcome, and that 
made my stay in some 
ways difficult.  

having obscenities 
yelled at them.  

6/24/2016 
17:09:56 

I expected to learn 
geospatial research tools to 
update my knowledge of 
programs. I expected to 
share ideas with colleagues 
and build research teams. 

The quality and content of 
this institute far exceeded 
previous NEH programs 
and institutes attended in 
the past.  The selection of 
participants and faculty, 
made for dynamic 
exchanges.  I learned 
multiple spatial analytical 
programs used in research.  
The multiple modes of 
maker spaces that included 
public programs designed 
collaboratively were 
wonderful.  I am fully 
confident that I am abreast 
of current academic 
literature, online 
repositories, and African 
Diasporic content. 

Purdue University was clearly 
unaccustomed to hosting a 
multi-ethnic black academic 
group over summer.  Co-
Directors and Institute grant 
evaluators, minimized the 
long-term benefit and 
intellectual needs of non-
scheduled communication. We 
are often isolated scholars and 
researchers on our campuses. 

I have no 
recommendations.  It was 
thorough. 

In all facets--research, 
software, project and 
program design. 

Collaborative 
conceptualization was a 
great exercise! 

Geodatabase design, 
discipline specific 
approaches to the spatial 
humanities. 

Definitely the public 
programs and citizen 
usages of the internet and 
online media. Adequate 

Proximity to 
activities 

Limited summer 
bus service. 

Refrigeration, cooking, ice 
in summer. 

6/24/2016 
17:14:58 

I expected to learn a great 
deal about the S/DH's and 
also learn actual technical 
skills. 

Yes, it met my expectations 
in regards to what I came 
here. 

The I was organized well and, 
as any group dynamic, things 
are bound to happen. I would 
have made things a bit more 
firm and clearer to the 
participants as to the level of 
comfort to be had. 

C. Materials were fine 
however only problem is 
that the readings were for 
the most part not engaged 
at all.  I felt as though I read 
for nothing. Next time, I 
would say to make it clear 
what the expectations with 
the readings would be.  

The I helped immensely to 
advance my d.s. The I took 
my knowledge of SDH's to 
another level. I am very 
critically appreciative with 
the level and breadth of 
what I have learned here.  

For the sake of my personal 
project, not that useful. 
However, for the exercise 
of seeing how to take 
text/data and 
"map"/"visualize", truly 
amazing. Furthermore, it 
also has helped to learn 
different strategies of how 
to teach such material in 
class. 

I think that a practice where 
alternate methodologies 
and perspectives of the 
same content are provided. 
Furthermore, I think it would 
benefit participants to 
problematize the 
similarities, differences, and 
ambiguities to the 
respective methodologies 
being used.  

Take someone's individual 
project and have exercises 
where different pedagogical 
styles are used to teach the 
content of the project.  

Accommodations 
were fine with me. 
With the exception of 
the problem with 
eating, all was fine for 
me.  

Close to campus 
locations for 
meetings.  

Dining facilities 
were not good and 
being regulated to 
this at first 
compounded the 
problem. 

From the beginning provide 
kitchen facilities and/or 
funds for individuals to plan 
ahead. Equally, provide a 
thorough dining framework 
for participants before 
arriving so that proper 
arrangements can be 
made.  
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